The hypotheses that try to explain mobbing behaviour can be divided into three main classes: altruistic behaviour, parental care and selfish behaviour. To try to distinguish between these hypotheses, I presented 12 Arabian babblers, Turdoides squamiceps, with a snake model, both alone and together with another babbler. Seven components of mobbing were compared in the two situations. Single babblers that were exposed to a snake model carried out mobbing-like behaviour. Mobbing in the absence of an audience or additional participants shows that it is basically a selfish behaviour, and suggests that it is an antipredator behaviour. No difference was found between males and females, and mobbing by two participants together was more intensive than mobbing by each of them on its own. These findings support the prey-predator communication hypothesis. However, the different hypotheses explaining mobbing are not exclusive, and this study does not exclude other hypotheses as secondary explanations.
Mobbing behaviour can be described as the convergence of animals around their potential predator. Mobbing has been studied widely in fish (Dominey 1983; Ishihara 1987; Smith 1997; Brown & Godin 1999) , birds (Curio et al. 1983; McLean et al. 1986; Francis et al. 1989; Moholt & Trost 1989 ) and mammals (Bartecki & Heymann 1987; Tamura 1989; Kobayashi 1994) . The mobbing behaviour of a group-living animal is apparently influenced not only by the type of the stimulus and its strength, but also by the presence and behaviour of other group members.
Hypotheses explaining mobbing can be divided into three main classes: mobbing is (1) an altruistic behaviour in which the performers endanger themselves for the sake of their group members; (2) part of parental care and carried out for the benefit of offspring; (3) a selfish behaviour that benefits the performer alone. The first class (altruistic behaviour) includes hypotheses such as alerting others (Curio 1978; Frankenberg 1981) , confusing the predator (Curio 1978; Ficken 1989) and chasing the predator away (Curio 1978; Pettifor 1990; Flasskamp 1994; Pavey & Smyth 1998) . The second class (parental care) includes hypotheses such as silencing the offspring (Curio 1975; Windsor & Emlen 1975) , teaching offspring to identify their predators and how to behave in their presence (cultural transmission of predator and predator's site; Curio 1978; Curio et al. 1978a Curio et al. , b, 1985 Bartecki & Heymann 1987; Srivastava 1991) and driving the predator away from the nest or fledglings (Curio 1975 (Curio , 1978 Tamura 1989) . The third class (selfish behaviour) includes hypotheses such as prey-predator communication (to convince the predator that the prey is observant and not worth pursuing; Alcock 1975; Zahavi & Zahavi 1997) and self advertisement (to improve social status; Slagsvold 1984; Carmeli 1988; Francis et al. 1989; Anava 1992; Zahavi 1995; Zahavi & Zahavi 1997) . These hypotheses are not mutually exclusive, and mobbing can be performed for more than one reason.
The Arabian babbler, Turdoides squamiceps, is a cooperatively breeding songbird of the Timaliidae family. Babblers live in groups of 2-14 (X=6) and defend a territory throughout the year. They maintain different types of social behaviour, such as helping at the nest, the morning dance, allopreening and mobbing. When a babbler sees a predator nearby, it reacts with unique vocalizations, which attract the attention of other group members, who join immediately (Carmeli 1988; Anava 1992; Zahavi & Zahavi 1997; Naguib et al. 1999) . If the predator is a snake, the babblers circle it, utter mobbing calls, alternately approach and retreat, lift their wings and spread their tails. The mobbing may continue for up to 40 min, after which the group members gradually leave.
My aim in this study was to separate the influence of the mobbing target from the influence of other group members. I did this by comparing the reaction of a single Arabian babbler to a snake model when alone and in the presence of one other group member. A prediction of several hypotheses is that babblers will not react to a snake when they are alone, because there are no group members to warn or defend (altruistic behaviour), because there are no offspring to defend or to teach 
